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ADVERTISEMENT, 


H E following Letter was written be⸗ 
fore the CAsk of the Diſſenters was 
agitated in the Houſe of Commons ; but 
Was then ſuppreſſed from motives of deli- 


cacy. As theſe no longer ene, it is offer. 


: ed to the public 1n. its pri mitive form, with 
the addition of only a note or two, occa- 
ſioned by ſome recent pamphlets on the 
ame fi 7 


LE E T 
10 4 
MEMBER or PARLIAMENT, &e. 


4put into my hand, entitled, The 


Caſe f the Proteftant D enters, with refer- 
ence 10 the Te oft and Corporation Aris. The 
intention of it is to move the legiſlature to 
| repeal ſuch parts of theſe acts, as exclude 


from military and civil offices all who 1 re- 


„ 3 | ceive 
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Printed ſheet was, a few days ago, 
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ceive not the ſacrament of the Lord's Sup- 


per, according to the uſage of the church 
0 England, within three months after their 
; admittance, or one year before their elec- 
tion, if cheir office be a png one. 


| Although I | ede wiſh the 8 : 


diſſenters ſucceſs in their application to par- 


liament, having ever conſidered ſuch teſts 


as Inimical to civil as well as to religious 


liberty, and often a ſource of the vileſt hy- 


Deen; yet I am ſorry to be obliged to ſay, | 
that, in the paper NOW before. me, there is 


. A, manifeſt partiality 1 in the ſtatement of facts, 
and an illiberality of ſentiment i in the mode 
of feaſoning;*of which I did not think the 


proteſtant di iſſenters of the pref, ent day ca- 
that many pro- 5 


pable : and I am perſuadec 
teſtant. diſſenters are of the ſame opinion 
With myſelf.— Would the enlightened Price, 
or the en en W © fach 169, 


* e 262750 1691 ee ien mot. 


öV̈k 1 
n ſets forth, that the act of the eovonty- 


fifth of Charles the- Second ol: have been. 
made wholly againſt PAPISTS 3 and not 


Ee, prevent any danger which could hap- 


9 pen to the nation or church from Pro- 


« elitr Diſſenters. PHE Becauſe, 


Fir, the act is 1 « an at bor . 
venting dangers, which may t bn 


_ papel —— ee ee, O03. 211 


N From the circumſtances in. 


which it was formed; namely, the ſuſpen- 
ſion of the penal laws, in favour of papiſts 
—our being in war with a proteſtant 
. Kate; and the Nuke of York's open nd 
- beton of pop W 


f 


1 us fee how far theſs e eur 
4 with the whole tenor of Charles 8 reign, the 
general diſpoſition of the nation during that 
period, and the conſtant. oppoſition which 
the 2— religion has ever 3 made 


. 4 1 to 


41 
to the repeal of that act: Abg. it is 
evident that, both from prior and poſterior 
acts againſt papiſis, it can neither ſerve nor 
injure hem i in as leaſt _ | | ; 


i handly: think; ay it ill be forioully 
aſſerted, that at the Reſtoration, the Roman 
catholies were a party dangerous or redoubt- 
able to either church Or ſtate: whereas, at 
that time prelacy and preſbytery ſtruggled 
for the ſuperiority, * and their mutual 
animoſities were carried to the greateſt 
. „5 „ 


The epiſcopal party, however, prevailed. 
In the parliament of 1661, the biſhops 
Were reſtored to their places in the houſe of 
lords; and in the houſe of commons no 
more than fifty-ſix of the preſbyterian party 
had obtained ſeats. The corporation act of 
this Fran is an. 1.evident proof | that the  parlia- 5 


Ts * Hume, Val. vn. p- 369, laſt cos gro. 2 
ment 


ment dreaded that at pany, and” \eant | | 
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1 ie at blip i in 1662 is ſtill 
more flagrant. It was, ſays Hume, 2 
e pledge of the ſincere attachment of par- 
« liament to the epiſcopal hierarchy, and of 
6 their antipathy to preſbyterians. In fact, 
two thouſand clergymen of that perſuaſion 
were, in cane. turned out of their 
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This LO not be aſcribed to the king on or 


i court. 2 For though Charles hated, and had 
| reaſon to > hate, the Cifſenters, his eaſy 1 na- 


* The author of the Cup grants, that, 0 © probably,” 


| this act, at leaſt, was levelled at them. He ſhould, 
with Lord Mansfield, have ſaid, « that it was moſt cer 


rainy intended by the legiſlature to prohibit the per- 


5 «/ ſons therein deſcribed being elected to any corporation 


« offices, and to diſable them from taking any ſuch 
b offices upon them.“ See his ſpeech in the houſe of 


lords, 4th Feb. 1767, in the Appendix. to Dr. Fur- 
. 8 Letters, p-. 260. 
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ſolicited and obtained a apr 


TS 1 


. 


. his -afie6 Grive/itee 
catholic party who had ſuffered ſo much in 


the royal cauſe, and whom he knew to be 
ſtrongly attached to regal power, made him 
propoſe to his parliament, the very next 


year (1663), a general roleratibn in favour 


of proteſtant diſſenters, and to catholics the 


free private exerciſe. ef their religion. — 


& But the declared intention of eaſing the 


4 difſenters, and the ſecret purpoſe of fa- 


6 vouring catholics, were equally diſagree- 
te able to that parliament. * And the. com- 


mons repreſented < that the indulgence i in- 


« tended would prove moſt pernicious both 


« to church and ſtate, would open the door | 
© to ſchiſm, encour ge faction, diſturb the 
public peace; and diſcredit the wiſdom of 
& the legiſlature.” At the fame. time, thi ay. 


„„ 3* 
the pupils; which, —— I. not 
: . mee Fe 7 144 15 KR Tot 3 bor . 
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The * of I wt harm. A 
' continuance of the fame principles, which 
had prevailed in the preceding ones.— 
« Monarchy and the church were Mill. the 
great objects of reg ar and affection. 

The act of 7 was not deemed ſuf- 
ficient to guand them from the deſigns of 
ſectaries. It was enacted, that where- 
ever five perſons. above thoſe of the ſame | 
< houſchold, thould aſſemble in à religious 
a congregation, every one of ' 


25 liable to r rig or a a fine. 8 


a * 1665, it — — a 
teacher, who took not the non- reſiſtance 
oath, ſhould come within five miles of any 
place where he had formerly preached after 
the act of oblivion, under the penalty f 
| fix months i impriſonment, , pounds. 
5 | 'B 4 | 8 Not | 


1 N 1 . 

Not content with chis,, the church- party i in- 
troduced a bill, for impoſing the oath 'of 
non-reſiſtance on the whole nation: and it 
was re) jected 500 by three voices, 


js Claramtou' 8 diſmiſſion RP diſgrace, 
in 1 667, the diſſenters began to make head 
again. But the ſucceſs of that iadviſed . 
meaſure, the. re-eſtabliſhing epiſcopacy in 
Scotland, ſhews that the high- church party 
| were till ſuperior, and determined to keep 

under the preſbyterians. Acts were paſſed in 
both the Engliſh and Scottiſh parliaments for 
preventing and ſuppreſſing conventicles. 


But what, above all, ſhews the com- 
plexion of thoſe times, is that when Buck- 
| ingham's party, in 1668, had laid a plan to 
reconcile and unite the preſbyterians by a 
comprehenſion act; and to grant to all ſec- 
taries (papiſts excepted) a toleration, and 
free exerciſe of their religion; the commons 


— 


fun 


were ſo diſguſted at this propoſal; whichh ha | 
met with the court's approbation, that they 
immediately voted an addreſs for a procla | 
| mation. againſt, conventicles ; and, ſuſpect- 
ing that the king ſtill meant to do ſomething 
in favour of the proteſtant diſſenters, they 
paſſed a vote that no one ſhould bring into 
the houſe any bill of that nature. And it 
was, after all, with ſome difficulty that they 


were prevailed upon to vote a ſupply. || 


I cannot be faid that! the | comprehenſion 
1 was intended, oftenſroe! ly to relieve. 
proteſtant diſſenters; but really to fayour the 
catholics : the latter were exprelsly « excluded 
from its operation; and no cauſe can be aſ⸗ 
ſigned for its giving ſuch umbrage to par- 


liament, but the danger they thought the 
5 church and ſtate in from ſuch a conceſſion | 
to diſſenters. eee LF SIRE RS, WA 1 
ainſt con- 
venticles 


"The year ate 0 669)! th 48 As 


| 


— 


ſolve. 


tis]: 
1d received the e af. 5 


venticles paſſed, a1 


ſent. In this act chere i8 this curious claule, 7 


That if. any diſpute arife with r 


he interpretation of any part of it, the | 


© zudges ſhall always explain the doubt in 


* the ſenſe leaſt favourable to eonventictes 
80 eagerly did en deſire to ſuppreſs | 


them. 


| Hitherto, then, it is plain that the puri- 
tans, not the papiſts, were the principal eye- 
ſore to the Engliſh parliament; Which, as 
the court expreſſed a with to extend indul- 


5 gence to them, prevented or fruſtrated the 


intention by ſome new intolerant act or re- 


* 
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Things -« now, Sib: 4 to A 


L Lhe turn. The pernicious (counſels of 


the new cabal—the unpopular rupture with 


the Dutch—the cloſe league with France, 
and the Duke of York's declaring himſelf a 


Roman 5 
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mar : catholic; S riſe "wy new . 
about popery; which the long prorogation 2 5 

parlianient; nil prbcliunoil aſh 
penal laws, prodigiouſly ineres 
1 

whilſt it gave to * Proteſtant diſſenters he 
public exerciſe of their religion, to catholics 

allowed only the exerciſe of tl — 
| vate houſes. The obſervation of Hub e on 
this proclamation is, that « the diſſenters, 


« the moſt inveterate enemies of the court, 
10 were mollified with theſe indulgent max- | 


«jms; and the catholies, under their ſhelter, 


60 enjoyed more liberty than the laws had | 

| 6c * hitherto allowed chem.“ That i is, the | 
5 court, in order to give ſome ſmall degree 

of toleration to catholics, whom it conſi- 
dered among its beſt friends, gave a full 
toleration to diſſenters, though it knew them, 


to be its « moſt inveterate | enemies.” 5 


Vol. vn. p. r. [758 
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L. 1 
To this declaration the lord keeper rafiales 
to affix the great ſeal; and when, at the 
meeting of parliament, the king inſiſted on 


his right to exerciſe this part of his prero- 


gative, he met with fuch vigorous oppo- 


ſition frogs his commons, as obliged him to 


depart from it. He revoked the ſuſpending. 


declaration, and with his awn hand tore off 


| the _ ls 


* 
£ 
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Still the clamours againſt popery were in 
duſtriouſly kept up, and propagated ; the 
diſſenters joining in the cry, and endea- 


vouring, by | that means, to fix on che pa- 


piſts only, the ſuſpicions and diſtruſt, chat 


had hitherto more particularly fallen on 


themſelves. . 


I s 
» 2 
"ao > = >. 


It was at this conjuntture, 0 that ahi act W 


luded to in the Caſe was made: and from 


che title of the act, the writer infers that it 
| was never meant to include proteſtant diſ- 


. 


\ EE ſenters. 


7 #6 1. 5 
ſenters. But I beg leave to affirm with Dr. 
Furneaux (Letters to Blackſtone, Let. I. note, 
p. 1 2.) that © to illuſtrate or to explain acts 
« of parliament is one thing; to reſtrain 
or limit them another: : whether they 
„ amount to more than their titles expreſs, - 


. muſt be determined by the words or 


* clauſes of the act itſelf. The teſt- act ſup- 


< plies us with a caſe in point ; it being an 
alt for preventing dangers ariſing from Po- 
i, 15 iſh recuſants; and yet every one knows it 
is ſo drawn as to comprehend proteſtant = 
0 diſſenters.” Indeed, whoever reads the 
whole act with attention, and compares it 
with the hiſtory of the times, will, I think, 
clearly percelve that „though to quiet the 
minds of the people alarmed with dangers 
(real or imaginary) from popery, it be in 
the preamble held forth as an att againſt 
Po if recuſants ; it is equally at leaſt, if not 
more pon, levelled at proteſtant diſ- 
ſenters. 


4 


n The truth appears to be, that the | 


court party fill wiſhed to favour the catho- 
- hes; - but as the tide of popular prejudice 
againſt that body was every day riſing higher 
and higher, they found it expedient to ſtem it 


by paſſing this act; but took care at the 


ſame time to ſtem another torrent, och 


they. had experienced to be far more impe- 
tuous; by the introduction of the ſacra- 


mental teſt: and as they had often before 


attempted in vain to ſereen the catholics 
from the ſeverity of the penal ſtatutes, by ot 


relaxing them in favour of the other diſ- 


ſenters; ſo now they were reſolved to ſtrike 


at the diſſenters through the hides of the 
catholics. 85 


But (ſays the writer of the C. aſe) ſo K 
& were the proteſtant diſſenters from being T 


aimed at in this bill, chat, in their zeal to 


« — 5 the nation from the dangers which 


vere at that time apprehended from popiſh 


2 e recu- 


"4 
2 


oF 
A. 


Wa. + although rather than ſee the vent! 
of the ſtate overwhelmed by popery, they = 
tamely allowed themſelves to be thrown out, 

like another Jonah, for the ſake of the 
common weal! Let him who can believe 


as they have often done, and now endea- 


Oren, DN (> u — — —— EINE — ͤ——w— — — ͥ — — en ——ͤ <p —— — ; 


tual „ 


1 « mole they contain to the paſling 


« of the bill; willingly, ſubj eng them-| _ 
" ſelves to the diſabilities created by 1 it, rather 2 


than obſtruct what Was deemed to neceſ⸗ | 
Ln, ary to the common a welfare,” 


Ge diſſenters! 1 But ſtill they under- t 


- ſtood, at the very time, that they were in- 
cluded in that diſqualifying bill, and chat 


thereby they __ were ſubj ected to diſabili- 5 


this, believe i it. For my part, 1 believe that 
the diffenting members in that parliament 
ſaw well, that the bill would paſs into an act - 


without their concurrence; and therefore 


they made a virtue of neceſſity, and raiſed, y *' 


vour to do, their own merit on the pretend- 3 


* . 1 


—— 


5 PET” — 
r 83 


1 16 1 

ed demerit of others. For without any \ view 
or wiſh to obſtruct the indulgence of parlia- 
ment to proteftant di enters, or without the 
leaſt intention of repreſenting them as dan- 
gerous ſubjects; I will take upon me to : 
affirm, that, from the firſt eſtabliſhment of 
the Engliſh church to the preſent day, ſhe 

| has had more to fear from proteſtant diſ- 
{enters than from Popiſh. recuſants. I do 
not even except the ſhort reign of that in- 
| fatuated bigot James the Second. His mea- 
ſures were too ouvert, too violent and too 
ridiculous, not to end in the ruin of him- 
ſelf and party ; and inſtead: of ſubverting 
the national religion, could only give new 
ſtrength to it: while the ſecret machina- a 

tions of the very numerous preſbyterian 
faction have been, for more than a century, 
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| inſenſibly ſapping its foundations; and will, 
moſt probably, in the end overthrow the 
| whole fabric. The mine, as Dr, Prieſtley 
; | „ 


- Far] 
calls it, has been long laping, hot ny 
„grain by grain, but barrel by barrel; 
| and although perhaps it will not, for ſocie 
time yet, be ready for ſpringing, the work, | 


I ſuſpect, 18 much further advanced, than 
it is e believed. 


Pt 


N a mere individual, T am little con- i 


cefned about the event. | Whether any civil 
eſtabliſhment be condueive to the intereſts 
of religion, is ſtill to me an undecided pro- 
blem; ; and. the arguments againſt it are at 
leaſt fully as plauſible : and concluſive as thoſe 
for it —Certainly much more conform to the 
genuine ſpirit of * a kingdom which i is not 
1 of this world.“ But that has nothing to do 
with the preſent queſtion, which is merely, 
whether the preſent Engliſh eſtabliſhment has 
more to fear from papiſts than from proteſtant 
diſſenters? And for the reſolution of this 


queſtion I will venture to appeal, not only 5 


%% öͤ;« 


if . 


to all the bench of biſhops and their ad- 
-herents, but to every candid and well-in- 
: formed diſſenter in the nation. : 


But to return to the telt act. N bing 
can be juſter than what is ſaid of it by 


Ralph : © It was calculated not only to throw 
«all papiſts out of office : but to concenter 
all employments in tals who profeſſed ” 
the ee religion. 


Its is true, indeed, that the 1 by 
their approbation « of the teſt- act in as far as it 
regarded papiſts, hoped for ſome future mi- 
tigation of it in favour of themſelves. In 

Fo fact, in that ſame ſeſſion, as is ſtated 3 in d 
che Caſe, a bill was brought i into the houſe 5 

5 of commons for the ſpecial purpoſe of 
eaſing proteſtant diſſenters, which had paſ- 
ſed both houſes, with ſome amendments ; j 
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but was loſt by the ſudden adjournment of 
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* Ralph, p. 223. 8 5 
| _ parlia- 


. But does a bill i 0 that 
the diſſenters were not meant to be included | 
in the teſt-· act? No, nor does it hold forth ws 
them any relief from the onerous clauſe | 
now complained of. If paſſed, it would 
have freed them from ſome pains and penal- 
ties (on condition of their ſu ſſcribing to 
the thirty - nine articles), but would have ad- 
mitted them to no office, from which either 


the teſt or corporation act excludes them. 


But nothing ſhews more evidentiy that 

| theſe acts were ever conſidered as deſigned 
to include proteſtant diſſenters, than the 
ineſſectual efforts made at the revolution to 
” have them repealed. Yet even William 
himſelf would . conſent to that. The | 


- 


* * Ads very 8 3 FS the _ act was 
meant to include diſſenters, is, that in the parliament of 
1675, when a new bill was drawn up againſt the pa- : 
piſts, there i is not a word in it to Oy proteſtant 2 | 
| ſenters, 

| 5 * .  roleration 


E w]Þ 
toleration act only protected them from the 
ſeverity of penal ſtatutes, and gave them 


leave to appoint deputies to ſerve in certain 
parochial and ward offices, if they ſhould 
not think it fit to qualify themſelves for 
| | + 5 | them; and this even is elogged with a pro- 


„ ' | qQ w_ 9 


w/o, that the perſon deputed be approved 
by thoſe who would have approved the : 
eos if not totharbaſe e 


* the e reign, che cord was 
rather tightened than relaxed. As many of 
the diſſenting party had been charged with 
| occaſional conformity, an act was paſſed in 
a 1711, requiring all perſons who held offices 

. only to receive the ſacrament according 
to the rite of the church of England; but 
to conform to her whole mode of worſhip 


|] during the time of W them. 


. acts paſſed in the reigns of George 
the Firſt and Second have explained and 


amended | 


L 


amended ſome parts of the teſt and corpo- 


| ration acts, and limited their operations; fy 


but it is not aſſerted by the diſſenters them 
5 ſelves, that: there was ever an intention of 
repealing th: 2m: nay, ſome of the amend- 


ments are ſuch as ſeem rather calculated to 


give them new ſtrength ; particularly thoſe * 


of the ſixteenth of George the Second. i Nor 
in the preſent reign, has there been any 


| thing done to amend thoſe amendmemtd z 3 


nor any attempt made towards having the 


” original acts repealed until now. Pity! it 
fhould be at length made in ſo N 


_ 


bleu for: 


For, in the G af of the Protghant D. Mete, 
there is not only an evident miſ-ſtatement 
| of facts, of which there was no need for the 

Proper enforcement of their juſt claim ; but 


there is, moreover, a diſguſting illiberality of 


: ſentiment unworthy | of this ee 


and tolerant age. , , 


2 


. 

. in the firſt place, the 8 re- 
queſted would only go to relieye a part of 
proteſtant diſſenters from a grievance which 
many proteſtant difſenters find a very ſmall 
one, and which the almoſt annual acts of in- 
demnity render no grievance at all; While 
there are penal and even bloody ſtatutes re- 
| maining againſt a conſiderable part of their 
proteſtant brethren, for whom no relief is 

| aſked in this caſe. Not to mention that 
occaſional conformity has not only been 
very generally practiſed by proteſtant diſ- 
ſenters, but has the approbation of ſome of 


their moſt eminent divines, and even of 


\ 


whole afſemblies.* 


The preſent application of proteſtant ait 5 


* is fact, are not our parliament, our armies, our na- 
vies, our corporations even, filled with proteſtant diſ- 
ſenters? who either make no ſcruple to qualify them- 
ſelves by the facramental teſt ; or are brought to no 
inconvenience from neglecting it. In ſome inſtances 

they may avail themſelves of it to avoid penalties, which 
their fellow ſubjects are liable to——witneſs the caſe of _ 
Mr. Evans, in 1757 -7 


1 
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ſenters, then, being a pitiful and partial ap- 


plication, for what is hardly worth ſolicit- 
ing for, and what they already in ſome 


meaſure poſſeſs, will probably meet with 


little regard from any part of the legiſlature 


for that very reaſon. The ſticklers for eſta- 


bliſhment will conſider it as the effect of A 
| reſtleſs. and turbulent diſpoſition, that is 


never contented ;' and the real friends of 


religious freedom, and univerſal toleration, 
muſt look upon it as a ſilly endeavour to 
remove a mole-hill, whilt mountains re- 


main untouched, 


1 


1 That you, Sir, are one of thoſe who will 

view things in this light I cannot doubt; 
and that their number, in both houſes, is 

| neither ſmall nor weightleſs. Is there not 


therefore ground to preſume that ſome of 
_ thoſe, inſtead of ſupporting only a paltry 


motion, calculated to remedy ſo ſmall a ne- 
gative inconvenience, will take occaſion to 
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move for a general repeal of a number of 
penal ſtatutes inflicting great and poſitive 
evils, under which many thouſands oſ faith- 
ful ſubjects, and good citizens, continue to 
groan, and which are, in the eyes of all 
FR + a PT to our penal t fa 


It may be . that thoſe e + 
ſanguinary laws are a mere dead letter ; but if | 
ſo, let them be decently interred, and no 
longer remain a public nuiſance, to reflect 
diſhonour on the polity of a civilized nation,” 
and expoſe it to the ſcorn of mankind. If 
the penal ſtatutes are in their own nature 
ſo ſevere and odious, that they can never 
be put in execution (which ſome of them 
certainly are). to what purpoſe is it then to 
retain them? If they be deemed neceſſary - 

for the conſervation of the ſtate, let them 
be punctually enforced - if they be not ne- 
ceſſary, let them be annulled. There is 
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I no medium; they muſt fland- 3 in our 
ſtatute book, either for the national ſz je fey or 


ee 4 


of 


2 ? Quite the contrary ; there is a whole 
body of diſſenting lieges, on whom ſome of 
chem till operate as directly and eſfectually 8 


as ever; and others, which though only of 


che diſabilitating kind, 45 in their conſe- 


_ quences equal to a penalty, and ſevere be- 


yond example. i If the other diſſenters may 


be ſaid to be © « chaſtiſed with whips, * this 
claſh of them is certainly « chaſtiſed with 


« ſcorpions ;” and while the former com- 


plain of being overloaded with the * little 


finger of government, the latter have 


long We borne the preſſure .of its 
wh loins,” 


CS 


| Tow. readily conceive, fir, that I. mean 
the Engliſh catholics, a body not numerous 
: indeed, 
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But is it true that re are all a 8 | | 


[6] 
indeed, but confeſſedly reſpectable; and as 
firmly attached to the preſent government, 
and the conſtitution of their country, as any 


of his Majeſty” $ ſubjects. And here, again 
the writers of the Cafe of the diſſenters are 
blameable for the idle and impertinent in- 


finuations thrown out againſt what they 
term *popery and Pap ifts ; ; terms that have | 
been too often employed to work upon the 
minds of the people, and inſpire them with 
horror at their fellow-creatures, by 1 imputing 
to them tenets which they expreſsly difa- 


vow, and praQtices which ey” diſclaim and bo 
abjure. | 


Some of their tenets may | | be el ab- 
ſurd, ſome of their practices ſuperſtitious = 
but 


* Even in theſe reſpects, the catholics of the preſent 
day, and particularly the Engliſh catholics, are certainly 
not the ſame they were but half a century ago. The 

ſmall, the very ſmall indulgence that has been granted to 
them, has already ns a conſiderable revolution i in 
their 
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K 27 1 
but neither are mne with any one 
ſpecies of government. The ſupremacy of 
the Roman Pontiff is the vnly thi 

doctrine, that has the appearance of posen 
danger: and to be ſure it was once a danger- 
os doctrine, from the unwarrantable conelu- 
ſions that were drawn from it, and the per- 
nicious conſequences that enſued. The ſen- 
tence of an infallible judge was A tremendous 
| ſentence, and the thunders of the Vatican 
ſhook the firmeſt thrones in Chriſtendom. 
But what was it, that firſt gave infallibility 
to the deciſions of a Pope? What rendered 
his thunders formidable? The-lawleſs' am- 
bition, the pious folly, or the flaviſh weak- 
neſs of temporal princes, who, to ſerve their 


own immediate purpoſes, or to fatisfy their 


thelr mids, Lincs they began to taſte: a ſmall portion 
of Britiſh liberty, they think, they ſpeak, they write like 
Britons. If we wiſh to ſee further reforms among them, 
: let them quaff it in full draughts; and I miſtake it 
much, if that will not more effectually bring about the 
W than penalties: and „ | 
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1 6 
ill- placed devotion, concurred to aggran- 
dize the Roman ſee, until it gradually be- 
came the ſeat of univerſal empire, and its 
biſhop the ſovereign arbiter of nations. In 5 
vain the clergy murmured and remonſtrated 
againſt the invaſion on their rights; papal 
uſurpation, ſupported by regal power, bore 
every | thing down before it. The inſtitu- 
tion of religious orders contributed not a 
little to ſupport the pope's pretenſions. The 
little learning that exiſted, exiſted in the 
monaſteries; and it was employed to aſſert 
and extend the ſuppoſed prerogati ves of the 
Roman ſee ; on which, deſpiſing all ordi- 
nary juriſdiction, they my: de- 
pended. | | | 


Thus was the papal power, in times of 
general ignorance, ſcrewed up to the moſt | 
enormous pitch; when, like every other over- 
grown empire, it began to labour under its 


Own n weight, has fallen much faſter than it 
. roſe, 
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roſe, and ts 85 preſent — bd to its 


priſtine narrow. limits, The odious doc- 


trine of depoſing power, transferring crowns, 


and diſpenſing with oaths, has been long ex- 


| ploded in every catholic univerſity. —Even 
bulls, that regard matters purely ſpiritual, 
have no force unleſs they be accepted by 
the national church, to which they are di- 
rected. Provincial ſynods, metropolitans, 
nay, ſimple biſhops, take upon them to re- 
gulate the diſcipline of their reſpective dif- 
tricts, under the protection of the civil | 
powers; and a few years more will probably | 
bring the form of the catholic hierarchy back 
to that of the firſt centuries. = 


At any rate, there. is no longer danger to 
civil government from papal Power. | The | 
| preſent biſhop of Rome i 1s, in that reſpedt, 
.as harmleſs a perſonage as the man in the 
moon, and the ſupremacy which the Engliſh ; 
catholics allow to Pius VI. is not more dan- 


gerous 
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gerous to the un than the r a 
of his Sues of anten. 


1 have = the longer on Pb fate, 
becauſe 9 every day meet with, in occaſional 
or periodical publications, the moſt ridicu- 


tous and unfair repreſentations « of the preſent 


A ſtate of the catholic religion, and particu- 


larly of the Engliſh catholics. | Sometimes 
we are confidently told, that they already 
enjoy more liberty than e proteſtant dif- 
ſenters: and that the commercial treaty with 


France wil ſet them completely on a level | 


with the other ſubjects of the realm A 110 


* Nothing can be more M an than 405 idea. 
By an article of the treaty, the catholic ſubjects of 
France are to have the free exerciſe of their religion in 


England, in the fame degree that the proteſtant ſubjects 


of England are to have the exerciſe of their religion in 


France: but what relief does that give to the Engliſh 
catholics, or to the French calviniſts? who, by the bye, 


have had many indulgencies er them, 8 the 
| former * not. | 


* 
42 . 


\ 


If ſuch aſſertions be made through W i 
rance, it is a very groſs ign 
| they be che fruit of ee it is a very 
grievous one. _ et us ſee what. . in- 
W the vin. s have obtai ned. 


| By: an aſt of the gh of Frog pre- 
Tis Majeſty, i in 1 779, the catholics of Eng- 
land, on their taking an oath preſcribed to 
them by the legiſlature, obtained ſecurity 
for their lawful property, and a ſort of tacit 
permiſſion to believe and pray after their 
own faſhion, without being moleſted by 1 in- 
formers and prieft-catchers; though, ſtrange 
to tell, they may ſtill, through the force of 
ſtanding laws, be fined again and again, not 
only for the exerciſe of their own religion, Cy 

: but for the non-exerciſe of the eſtabliſhed 

religion: they may, in ſome caſes, be im- 
priſoned, in others baniſhed; and I am not : 
ſure, but in certain cireumſtances, at may 


| Jet be « perſecuted unto 1 1 00 
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It is true theſe penalties are not likely to 


de inflicted; and therefore I have only men- 


tioned them to ſhew that they may; and 


conſequently, how little the Roman catho- 


lics have obtained by the late act in their 
favour: while, at the ſame time, they re- 
main effectually excluded not only from all 
ſuch offices, as the proteſtant diſſenters are 
Day, not t really, excluded from, 2 the | 


5 


army, 


* This i is lg we 3555 A 8 The ” 


teſt-acts do not in alt exclude them From offices. Ve ry few 


ſcruple to receive the ſacrament; ſeveral of the moſt 
reſpectable corporations are in their hands (ſee the Right 
of Proteſtant Diſſenters aſſerted, p. 146); while it is 
certain that the papiſts have not, nor cannotavail them- 


ſel ves of this expedient to qualify, It i is, indeed, aſtoniſh- 


ing that the Caſe of the diſſenters ſhould inſinuate, and 


the writer of the juſt- mentioned pamphlet affirm, that 
many cathalics haue no ſcruple to receive the ſacrament ac- 
cording to the eſtabliſhed rite. Let him point out a 
ſingle papiſt in the kingdom that holds any office by occa- 


ſional conformity; ſince, as to what the ſame writer ſays, 
p. 148 (by way of a poſtil to the Caſe I ſuppoſe), about 


| [ papal diſpenſations deftroying the efficacy of every teft by 


which papiſts are to be excluded, it is unjuſt and injurious 


In the _ degree. The Engliſh n have in the 


„ 1 * 
army, the navy, and the mugiſtracy: But 


have not, though burthened with double 
taxes, a vote even in the election of their 


legiſlative repreſentatives, much leſs can 
they be themſelves elected, or take the ſeat 
due to their rank i in-either houſe of parlia- 
ment. From the very bar, and courts of 
law, they are excluded. The public ſemi- 

naries of learaing are alſo ſhut up from 
them. They have neither the means of im- 
proving their talents, nor an opportunity of 
_ exerting them, - Uſcleſs to themſelves, and 


moſt ſolemn manner abjured all ſuch diſpenſations ; but 
| had they never done ſo, it is evident, from their conduct, | 
that they make no account of them; for, if a papal diſ- 
penſation could ſerve their turn, why need they be ex- 
_ cluded from any place at all? What hinders them to de- 
feat by that expedient, not only the ſacramental teſt, but 
every other teſt that deprives them of any right which a 
Briton is born to enjoy? The quotation from the biſhop | 
of Cloyne's pamphlet is not fair: The tranſaction al- 
luded to by the biſhop, is greatly i in favour of the Iriſh 
: catholics : They reprobated the conduct of the papal x 
Muncio, deſpiſed his threats, and continue, with the ac- 
.  quieſcence of Rome itſelf, to think themſelves Ay 
wit Ee bound by their oaths. 
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uſeleſs to the common weal, ah are, if 
they have any ſpirit, obliged to ſeek abroad 
what they cannot find -at home—ſome em- 
ployment ſuitable to their diſpoſition, birth, 
and abilities, or paſs their lives in a ſtate of 
| torpidity and inaction, that, but for ſome 

little domeſtic purſuits, would render life 
itſelf a burthen, 


| Such, Sir, you know to be the ſituation of 
the Roman catholics of England; a ſituation 

truly pitiable, and of which the hardſhips 
are hardly to be conceived but by thoſe who 
feel them. Would it not, then, have been 
more generous, and more juſt, for the pro- 
teſtant diſſenters to have come forward on | 
this occaſion with a little more candour and 


A little more manlineſs* * ? to o have made their 


* Ofall the pamphlets that have been written an this | 
occaſion, either in favour of the diſſenters or againſt 


them, I have not ſeen one in which there is not an afton- 
iſhing want of candour and liberality, Dr. Prieſtley” . = 


: Letter to Mr, Pitt excepted, 1 
7 - petition 5 


4 


petition to parliament as comprehenſive as 


poſſible ? and to have endeavoured to open 
fo wide a door of toleration as to admit 


their fellow diſſenters, of whatever per- 
ſuaſion, to go in along with them!? or, 


they ſelfiſhly choſe to go in alone, it ſurely | 

did not become them to throw ſuch ftumb- 
ling-blocks in the way of their ſuffering 
brethren. The name of Chriſtian ; is a much 
: more ancient and more honourable, a8 well 

as a more comprehenſive tie, than that of 
: proteſtant ; ; and there is a tie ſtill more an- 
cient and comprehenſive than either—that | 
of humanity. The time, I truſt, is not at 
a great diſtance, when the full force of this 
laſt will be underſtood and felt over all the 
poliſhed nations of the world, when phi- 
lanthropy and commutual intereſts will be 


he ſole links of lociety, when teſts and pe- 


nal laws will be no more deemed neceffary 
for the ſecurity of religion, and when Pa- 
175 and Proteſtant, Athanaſian and Arian, 


Ha +> | Lutheran 
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Lutheran and Calviniſt, Trinitarian wad Jai | | 
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tarian, will be names of mere diſtinction, not 
ol reciprocal odium, and much leſs objects ” 
of fed Neude 


And have we not reaſon to hope, Sin. 
that che Britiſh legillature will be among the 
firſt to bring about a ſyſtem fo deſirable, 
and 10 congenial to the Britiſh conſtitution ? 
God knows we have, and ever ſhall have, 
political diſputes enough to divide us: why 
ſhould thoſe of religion come in for a ſhare TE 
Let ſome patriotic and enlightened foul, 
then, move at once for a repeal of every 
penal religious ſtatute, and every religious 
teſt: Be the pledge of the fidelity of the 
ſubject in future, his ordinary oath of al. 
legiance, and his ſubſequent conduct, and 
let him be anſwerable on ly. for his own; let 
religious principles be no more confounded ” 

with political ones; but let every Briton, 
without forfeiting his birth-right, profeſs 


> 


"rm 1. 


his own belief of the Divinity, _ e 1 
him after his own mode; and if he chooſes 8 i 
not to worſhip. at all, what is that to the 5 5 - 
ſtate, if he faithfully ſerve it in the ſtation _ 15 


he holds, or the ch e he $73 intruſted | 
arg i, 

with? In a word, let the only teſt of 185 1 

good citizen be an br to be a 


je Adj and an Sgt ma. 


000 a motion, Sir, * do infinite 


Honour to the mover; ; would be ſeconded ani! 
; ſupported by every man whoſe heart were 185 5 255 


not callous to the feelings of humanity ; ; | | 


and would immortalize the ſovereign and 
the miniſter, in whoſe reign and under . . 
whoſe auſpices, it ſhould be a and „ 
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